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Detailed Action 



Introduction 



1. 



This is a Non-Final Action in response to the application filed on June 29, 2004. Claims 1- 



20 are pending. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 



2. 



35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 



Whoever invents or discovers am new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or any 
new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and requirements of 
this title. 



Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed to 
non-statutory subject matter. 

Claims 1-14 are directed to a method, but the claim fails the machine-or- transformation 
inquiry. In order for a method to be considered a "process" under § 101, a claimed process must 
either: (1) be tied to a particular machine or (2) transform an article to a different state or thing 
Diamond v. Diehr, 450 U.S. 175, 184 (1981); Parker v. Flook, 437 U.S. 584, 588 n.9 (1978); Gottschalk v. 
Benson, 409 U.S. 63, 70 (1972). If neither of these requirements is met by the claim, the method is 
not a patent eligible process under §101 and is non-statutory subject matter. Claims 1-14 are 
rejected because the recited elements lack a tie to a particular machine and also fail to physically 
transform the underlying subject matter. 

Claims 15-20 are rejected because they recite a "system," but fail to recite any associated 
structure of the apparatus. The body of claim 15 recites various "modules" for performing the 
underlying processes, but fails to point out a particular machine as a means for performing the tasks. 
This constitutes software per se, which is non-statutory per se. Claims 16-20 fail to add any 
additional structural limitations to bring the claims into compliance. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the subject 
matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 15-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 
invention. 

Regarding claims 15-20, in the preamble claim 15 recites a system for "transferring test data 
from a supply chain to a demand chain," the system comprising various features. The body of the 
claim, however, is not commensurate with understood definition of a system or apparatus. More 
specifically, the various recited elements fail to provide any structure and merely recite functionally 
descriptive material and abstract ideas. It is thereby unclear what structure the system is comprised 
of and how the various features combine to form a system or apparatus. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign countn or in public use or on sale in 
(his countrv, more ih.m one \ear prior 10 the dale of application lor paieni in the ( 'nitcd Stales. 

5. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Dabbiere, et al, U.S. 
Patent Application Publication No. 2002/0013721. 

Concerning claim 1, Dabbiere discloses a method of integrating data streams across a supply 
chain and a demand chain (Title and Abstract), said method comprising: 
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defining a trigger event (See 37, wherein translations or transformations occur either 
automatically or by user command); 

storing business rules regarding reconciliation spans and exceptions in a database (See Fig. 1, 
Ele 124, discussed at If 21) ; 

performing transformations on said data streams and trigger event data (See ^ 35-37, 
wherein data is translated into usable format after trigger event; See e.g., 45, 
wherein after a buyer's request, the appropriate supplier personnel is notified and a 
purchase order created); 

performing a supply side reconciliation of said data streams and said trigger event data based 
on said business rules (See ^[46, i.e. performing certain validations, and further ]}47, 
particularly explaining supply side validation) and 

performing a demand side reconciliation of said data streams and said trigger event data 

based on said business rules (See 1|46, i.e. performing certain validations and further 
acknowledging purchase order), 

Concerning claim 8, Dabbiere discloses a method of transferring test data from a supply chain to 
a demand chain, said method comprising: 

performing a supply side reconciliation of said test data and a demand side reconciliation of 
said test data upon the occurrence of a trigger event in said supply chain to produce 
reconciled data (See ]|46, i.e. performing certain validations, and further 47 and 
57) and; 
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processing said reconciled data through a rules database to produce entitled test data (See 
28, lines 8-14, wherein users have ability to control visibility of and access certain 
data); and See also 66, i.e. manger can view entitlements by logging in to view the 
Bill of Lading); 

verifying that said entitled test data is supplied to selective points in said demand chain (See 
65, wherein supply side (i.e. sales manager) confirms the customer receipt of goods 
shipped). 

Concerning claim 15, Dabbiere discloses the system for transferring test data from a supply chain 
to a demand chain, said system comprising: 

a trigger event monitor (See \ 37, wherein translations or transformations occur either 
automatically or by user command); 

a supply side reconciler in communication with said trigger event monitor, and being 

adapted to perform a supply side reconciliation of said test data upon the occurrence 
of a trigger event (See 1J46, i.e. performing certain validations, and further ]f47, 
particularly explaining supply side validation); 

a demand side reconciler in communication with said trigger event monitor, and being 
adapted to perform a demand side reconciliation of said test data upon the 
occurrence of a trigger event (See T|46, i.e. performing certain validations and further 
acknowledging purchase order); and 

a rules database in communication with said supply side reconciler and said demand side 

reconciler, and being adapted to produce entitled test data based on said supply side 
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reconciliation and said demand side reconciliation and to verify that the said entitled 
test data is supplied to selective points in said demand chain (Fig. 1, Ele. 124, 
discussed at 1(21). 

Concerning claims, 2, 9, and 16, Dabbiere discloses the methods and system of claims 1, 8, and 
17, wherein said supply side reconciliation process comprises reconciling said trigger event data with 
said data streams (See 47, i.e., actual inventory supply side check and visual alert; See also, ^| 49, i.e. 
order update/ approval). 

Concerning claim 3, 10, and 17, Dabbiere discloses the method in claims 1, 8, and 17, 

wherein said trigger event comprises notification of goods being sent from a point in said 

supply chain (See \ 59, i.e., reporting quantities and status updates within the factory; 
See also If 63, wherein shipper posts updates); 

wherein and said supply side reconciliation determines whether a data stream associated with 
said goods is consistent with said notification (See ^] 65, wherein supply side (i.e. sales 
manager) confirms the customer receipt of goods shipped). 

Concerning claim 4,11, and 18, Dabbiere discloses the methods and system of claims 1, 8, and 
17, wherein said demand side reconciliation process comprises determining whether said data 
streams are complete and whether said data streams were sent to said demand chain (See 66, 
wherein retail buyer manager can view the Bill of Lading to view when their personnel took 
possession of the goods). 

Conct , ch » 5, 12, and 1 9, Dabbiere discloses the method in claims 1, 8, and 17, wherein 
said processes of performing said supply side reconciliation and said demand side reconciliation are 
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one of: selectively delayed a predetermined period after said trigger event (See 59, wherein alert is 
delayed until after status reaches a criteria, in this case 80%); and selectively advanced a 
predetermined period before said trigger event. 

Concerning claim 6, 13, and 20, Dabbiere discloses the methods and system of claims 1, 8, and 

17, 

wherein said data streams relate to a component of a device being manufactured in said 

supply chain (See Iffl 56 and 59, i.e., Tommy Hilfiger products being manufactured in 
a factory) and 

wherein said data streams are supplied one of after said component is completed and during 
the manufacturing of said component (See Tffl 60-62, wherein product and associated 
data is exchanged from factory-to-shipper-to-supplier distribution center-to-shipper- 
to-retail distribution center). 

Concerning claim 7 and 14, Dabbiere discloses the methods in claim 1 and 8, wherein supply side 
reconciliation and said demand side reconciliation include a process of correcting said data streams 
(See H 56, wherein the system updates the additional request in its own database to indicate that it 
has been accepted). 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Bhaskaran et al, U.S. Patent No. 6,157,915, discloses a collaboration technology for 
implementation in a supply chain network that delivers information and decision support in a role 
sensitive manner. Bicklej et al, U.S. Patent No. 6,816,746, discloses a remote monitoring system with 
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the ability to share information amongst players in the supply chain. Ridgeway et ai, U.S. Patent 
Application Publication No. 2004/ 0019494 discloses a system for sharing information relating to supply 
chain transactions and marketing data in either sell-side or buy-side environments. Scheer, U.S. Patent 
Application Publication No. 2002/ 0143598 discloses a supply chain transaction network containing a 
customer agent server hosting a collection of intelligent customer agents for interfacing with and 
extracting information from systems, e.g., condition (i.e., trigger) monitoring systems, order 
management systems, equipment knowledge base systems, logistics management systems, and 
inventory management systems. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to TIPHANY B. DICKERSON whose telephone number is (571)270-7048. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 7:30AM-5:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Beth Boswell can be reached on (571)272-6737. The fax phone number for the organization where 
this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, 
contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like 
assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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TIPHANY B. DICKERSON 

Examiner 
Art Unit 3623 
December 23, 2008 



/Beth V. Boswell/ 



Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3623 



